Cartwright Creek, L.L.C.
PO Box 147
1551 Thompson’s Station Road West
Thompson’s Station, TN 37179
615-261-8600

July 29, 2011 Filed Electronically 7/29/11

Ms. Sharla Dillon
Tennessee Regulatory Authority

460 James Robertson Parkway
Nashville, TN 37243-0505 filed  electronically in docket office on 07/29/11

RE: Docket No. 11-00066: Comments of Cartwright Creek, LLC

Dear Ms. Dillon:

Attached for filling is “Comments of Cartwright Creek, LLC on Petition and Docket”. An
original and four copies will be transmitted via FedEx for Monday delivery.

Very Truly Yours,

Cﬁﬂw / fl/(?/

Bruce Meyer
Operations Vice President
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BEFORE THE TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE

IN RE: )

)
PETITION OF CARTWRIGHT CREEK, LLC )
TO APPROVE ALTERNATIVE FORM OF ) Docket No. 11-00066
FINANCIAL SECURITY )
UNDER RULE 1220-4-13-.07 )

)

COMMENTS OF CARTWRIGHT CREEK, LLC
ON THE ABOVE PETITION AND DOCKET

Cartwright Creek, LLC (the “Company”) submits the following concerning the above-
referenced Docket and Petition:

1. On April 29, 2011, the Company filed the above-referenced petition requesting
approval of alternative form of financial security. The Company believed that the proposed
alternative form of security was consistent with that approved by TRA for at least one other
similar wastewater utility.

2. The TRA staff did not accept the Company’s proposed alternative form of security.
Since that time, through a series of teleconferences and meetings, the Company and TRA staffs
have not arrived at an agreement.

3. The afternoon of July 22, 2011, TRA emailed the notice of Final Conference Agenda
for August 1, 2011, which includes action on Cartwright Creek’s petition. The Company’s
counsel has been unavailable from Friday, July 22 until and including July 31, 2011 and the

Company will not have sufficient time to prepare for the August 1 conference.



4. The Company is requesting that the TRA convene a hearing on the petition so that
through the testimony the reasons for rejecting Cartwright Creek’s initial proposal can be fully
identified and addressed, potentially arriving at an alternative form of financial security that is
acceptable to both the Company and TRA.

Respectfully submitted, .
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Witk porwass i Be\
Thomas L. Kolschowsky, Corporate Counsel






